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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is response to Applicant's AMENDMENT filed on 06/12/2006. 

2. Clanns 1-8, 16-17, 19-23 and 26-28 are pending in this Application. 

Request for Continued Examination (RCE) 

3. The request filed on 06/12/2006 for a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) 
under 37 CFR 1.114 based on parent Application No. 09/927,015 is acceptable and a 
RCE has been established. An action on the RCE follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
mailing and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 1, 8, 16, 26, 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention, "general information", 
"specific information" and "machine readable media" (in claim 8) are not supporting in 
the application specification. What the "general information", the "specific information" 
and "one or more machine-readable media" are. It is unclear how one having ordinary in 
the skill in the art will understand the recited limitation. Applicant is advised to amend 
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the claims to provide a clear and concise language to the claims in order to one ordinary 
skill in the art to make and use the invention as claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title, 

7. Claims 1,8, 16, 26, 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because they 
are lacking of tangible result. Based on the new "guidelines" (dated 10/2005), the 
database here could be a table or a list of items on a paper without housing on a 
storage media. Also, claims 1, 8 and 28 are lacking "real world" result, that is, it is 
lacking of conveying/transforming the result to the user: no useful result. It is a no 
practical application, (see claims 16 and 27 as an example). 

Claim Objections 

8. Claims 1 , 8, 16, 26, 27 and 28 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: Because "an element" and "a field" in line 6 of claim 1, line 7 of claim 8, 
line 7 of claim 1 6, line 8 of claim 26, line 1 0 of claim 1 0 and line 9 of claim 28 are not 
clear. They should point out and distinctly with the mentioned one in the claims. 
Applicant is advised to amend the claims to provide a clear and concise language to the 
claims in order to one ordinary skill in the art to make and use the invention as claimed. 

Appropriate corrections are required. 



Application/Control Number: 09/927,015 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2162 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fornns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention Is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Clainns 1, 7, 8, 16, 17 and 26-28, as the best understanding of examiner, are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Patent No.: US 6,671,681 
B1 issued to Emens et al. (hereinafter Emens) in view of Patent No.: US 6,587,858 B1 
issued to Strazza, and further in view of Patent No.: US 6,026,396 issued to Hall. 

With respect to clainn 1, Emens teaches a computer-implemented method 
comprising: 

obtaining a query for a database using one or more query generation rules, the 
database comprising elements, each element comprising fields, the elements 
comprising general information and the fields comprising specific information within the 
general information, the one or more query generation rules with an element of the 
database and a field in the element (fig. 1 , item 40, a query string is received to search 
against a database or an Information repository; and alternate queries, or query strings 
which are used to search against a database in the host computer system, are built due 
to being benefit from other experienced users (more efficient query search based on the 
knowledge of other experienced searches) and they are most likely more narrow than 
the initial search query: col. 6, lines 62-67 and col. 6, lines 1-28; also see figs. 1 & 2). 
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Emens teaches recording a prior search query and an associated prior query 
search result selected by a prior user during a prior search in a infornnation repository 
and a retrieval of alternate search query strings (which is including textual descriptions 
containing words, phrases or sentence for finding the infornnation in the searchable 
database) from prior user, that is providing an alternate for a current query associated 
with a current search result during a current search of an information repository by a 
current user and the search results, which are generating from search engines are 
having the best match from the current search queries, which benefit and learn from the 
previous queries (fig, 1 and fig. 2). Emens does not cleariy teach annotating the query. 

However, Strazza teaches the annotation tool for query-repose format (col. 12, 
lines 1-28 and see figs. 6 and 7). 

Therefore, based on Emens in view of Strazza, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined 
the teachings of Emens and Strazza. One having ordinary skill in the art would have 
found it motivated to utilize the use of annotating the query for a database as disclosed 
(Strazza's col. 12, lines 1-28), into the system of Emens for the purpose of allowing for 
controlled and monitored access of data contained within the database/repository 
(Strazza's col. 1, lines 38-40), thereby, without requiring modification to such accesses 
or methods (Strazza's col. 2, lines 25-32). Emens and Strazza do not teach each 
generating a teaser that corresponding to the query, the teaser comprising a textual 
description. 
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However, Hall generating a teaser, a brief description of the query to be entered 
(see fig. 5, col. 7, lines 28-67 and col. 10, lines 25-38). 

Therefore, based on Emens in view of Strazza, and further in view of Hall, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Hall to the system of Emens to have a teaser for 
the corresponding query based on the element and the field of the database. The 
motivation being to establishing and querying a help list via threads and tearsers, 
thereby, helping to obtain rapid responses to the inquiries (col. 1, lines 10-12 and col. 3, 
lines 35-50). 

With respect to claims 2-3 and 5, Emens teaches a method as discussed in claim 
1 . Also Emens teaches the domain corresponding to subject matter of the database 
(col. 2, lines 62-67 and col. 3, lines 1-22). 

Emens teaches recording a prior search query and an associated prior query 
search result selected by a prior user during a prior search in a information repository 
and a retrieval of alternate search query strings from prior user, that is providing an 
alternate for a current query associated with a current search result during a current 
search of an information repository by a current user and the search results, which are 
generating from search engines are having the best match from the current search 
queries, which benefit and learn from the previous queries (fig. 1 and fig. 2). Strazza 
teach lookup table for storing queries. In combination, Emens and Strazza do not teach 
tearse for query. 
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However, Hall generating a teaser, a brief description of the query to be entered 
(see fig. 5, col. 7, lines 28-67 and col. 10, lines 25-38). 

Therefore, based on Enriens in view of Strazza, and further in view of Hall, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the tinne the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Hall to the system of Emens to have a teaser for 
the corresponding query based on the element and the field of the database. The 
motivation being to establishing and querying a help list via threads and tearsers, 
thereby, helping to obtain rapid responses to the inquiries (col. 1, lines 10-12 and col. 3, 
lines 35-50). 

With respect to claim 4, Emens teaches wherein the one or more query 
generation rules are domain specific, the domain corresponding to subject matter of the 
database (col. 2, lines 62-67 and col. 3, lines 1-22). 

With respect to claims 6-7, Emens teaches a method as discussed in claim 1 . 

Emens teaches recording a prior search query and an associated prior query 
search result selected by a prior user during a prior search in a information repository 
and a retrieval of alternate search query strings from prior user, that is providing an 
alternate for a current query associated with a current search result during a current 
search of an information repository by a current user and the search results, which are 
generating from search engines are having the best match from the current search 
queries, which benefit and learn from the previous queries (fig. 1 and fig. 2). Strazza 
teach lookup table for storing queries and annotating queries for the database. In 
combination, Emens and Strazza do not teach wherein if the input query matches the 
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stored query; and wherein the teaser is generated use one or more query matching 
rules. 

However, Hall generating a teaser, a brief description of the query to be entered 
(see fig. 5, col. 7, lines 28-67 and col. 10, lines 25-38); matching to a given queries and 
Internet and displaying the teaser (col. 2, lines 18-67 and col. col. 3, lines 1-45). 

Therefore, based on Emens in view of Strazza, and further in view of Hall, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Hall to the system of Emens to have a teaser for 
the corresponding query based on the element and the field of the database. The 
motivation being to establishing and querying a help list via threads and tearsers, 
thereby, helping to obtain rapid responses to the inquiries (col. 1, lines 10-12 and col. 3, 
lines 35-50). 

With respect to claim 7, Emens teaches wherein the target database resides on a 
server connected to the Internet (abstract, col. 2, lines 50-67). 

Claim 8 is essentially the same as claim 1 except that it is directed to a computer 
program stored on a computer-readable medium rather than a method, and is rejected 
for the same reason as applied to the claim 1 hereinabove. 

With respect to claim 16, Emens teaches generating, from a database, queries 
that correspond to the queries, the database comprising elements, the elements 
comprising fields, at least one of the queries comprising a selected element of the 
database and a selected field in the selected element; receiving an input query for the 
target database and identifying a stored query that corresponding to the input query 
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(fig. 1 , item 40, a query string is received to search against a database or an information 
repository; and alternate queries, or query strings which are used to search against a 
database in the host computer system, are built due to being benefit from other 
experienced users (more efficient query search based on the knowledge of other 
experienced searches) and they are most likely more narrow than the initial search 
query: col. 6, lines 62-67 and col. 6, lines 1-28; also see figs. 1 & 2; fig. 1, box 10, where 
the search is received for retrieving the query string results as a summarizing of the 
best match found to the search request). 

Emens teaches recording a prior search query and an associated prior query 
search result selected by a prior user during a prior search in a information repository 
and a retrieval of alternate search query strings (which is including textual descriptions 
containing words, phrases or sentence for finding the information in the searchable 
database) from prior user, that is providing an alternate for a current query associated 
with a current search result during a current search of an information repository by a 
current user and the search results, which are generating from search engines are 
having the best match from the current search queries, which benefit and learn from the 
previous queries (fig. 1 and fig. 2). Emens does not cleariy teach annotating the query. 

However, Strazza teaches the annotation tool for query-repose format (col. 12, 
lines 1-28 and see figs. 6 and 7). 

Therefore, based on Emens in view of Strazza, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invenfion was made to have combined 
the teachings of Emens and Strazza. One having ordinary skill in the art would have 
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found it nnotivated to utilize the use of annotating the query for a database as disclosed 
(Strazza's col. 12, lines 1-28), into the system of Emens for the purpose of allowing for 
controlled and monitored access of data contained within the database/repository 
(Strazza's col. 1, lines 38-40), thereby, without requiring modification to such accesses 
or methods (Strazza's col. 2, lines 25-32). Emens and Strazza do not teach each 
generating a teaser that corresponding to the query, the teaser comprising a textual 
description, outputting a stored teaser corresponding to the stored query that 
corresponding to the input query. 

However, Hall generating a teaser, a brief description of the query to be entered 
(see fig. 5, col. 7, lines 28-67 and col. 10, lines 25-38); matching to a given queries and 
Internet and displaying the teaser (col. 2, lines 18-67 and col. col. 3, lines 1-45). 

Therefore, based on Emens in view of Strazza, and further in view of Hall, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Hall to the system of Emens to have a teaser for 
the corresponding query based on the element and the field of the database. The 
motivation being to establishing and querying a help list via threads and tearsers, 
thereby, helping to obtain rapid responses to the inquiries (col. 1, lines 10-12 and col. 3, 
lines 35-50). 

With respect to claim 17, Emens teaches the computer-implemented method as 
discussed in claim 16. 

Emens teaches recording a prior search query and an associated prior query 
search result selected by a prior user during a prior search in a information repository 
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and a retrieval of alternate search query strings (which is including textual descriptions 
containing words, phrases or sentence for finding the information in the searchable 
database) from prior user, that is providing an alternate for a current query associated 
with a current search result during a current search of an information repository by a 
current user and the search results, which are generating from search engines are 
having the best match from the current search queries, which benefit and learn from the 
previous queries (fig. 1 and fig. 2). Emens does not clearly teach the queries are 
generated in accordance with one or more query-generation rules. 

However, Strazza teaches the set of rules and matching rules (col. 1 , lines 60-67 
and col. 2, lines 1-18 and col. 5, lines 52-67). 

Therefore, based on Emens in view of Strazza, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined 
the teachings of Emens and Strazza. One having ordinary skill in the art would have 
found it motivated to utilize the use of annotating the query for a database as disclosed 
(Strazza's col. 12, lines 1-28), into the system of Emens for the purpose of allowing for 
controlled and monitored access of data contained within the database/repository 
(Strazza's col. 1, lines 38-40), thereby, without requiring modification to such accesses 
or methods (Strazza's col. 2, lines 25-32). Emens and Strazza do not teach the tearses 
are generated in accordance with one or more query-matching rules. 

However, Hall generating a teaser, a brief description of the query to be entered 
(see fig. 5, col. 7, lines 28-67 and col. 10, lines 25-38); matching to a given queries and 
Internet and displaying the teaser (col. 2, lines 18-67 and col. col. 3, lines 1-45). 
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Therefore, based on Ennens in view of Strazza, and further in view of Hall, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Hall to the systenri of Emens to have a teaser for 
the corresponding query based on the element and the field of the database. The 
motivation being to establishing and querying a help list via threads and tearsers, 
thereby, helping to obtain rapid responses to the inquiries (col. 1, lines 10-12 and col. 3, 
lines 35-50). 

Claim 26 is essentially the same as claim 16 except that it is directed to a 
computer program stored on a computer-readable medium rather than a method, and is 
rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 16 hereinabove. 

Claim 27 is essentially the same as claim 16 except that it is directed to an 
apparatus rather than a method (col. 3, lines 66-67 and col. 4, lines 1-54), and is 
rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 16 hereinabove. 

Claim 28 is essentially the same as claim 1 except that it is directed to an 
apparatus rather than a method (col. 3, lines 66-67 and col. 4, lines 1-54), and is 
rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 1 hereinabove. 
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11. Claims 19, 20, 21, 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Patent No.: US 6,671,681 B1 issued to Emens et al. (hereinafter 
Emens) in view of Patent No.: US 6,587,858 B1 issued to Strazza, and further in view of 
Patent No.: US 6,026,396 issued to Hall and Patent No.: US 6,732,088 B1 issued to 
Glance. 

With respect to claim 19, Emens, in view of Strazza and Hall discloses a 
computer-implemented method as discussed in claim 16. 

Emens, Strazza and Hall disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Emens, Strazza and Hall do not teach a tree-like data structure. 

However, Glance teaches tree data structure (fig. 9 and col. 9, lines 5-20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Emens, Strazza and Hall 
with the teachings of Glance. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it 
motivated to utilize the use of storing the query and the teaser in the database as 
disclosed (Glance's fig. 4 & 5), into the system of Emens for the purpose of maintaining 
the search query 's history information, thereby, improving the search process more 
efficient (Glance's col. 2, lines 20-30 and col. 7, lines 5-16). 

With respect to claims 20-23, Emens teaches a method as discussed in claim 16. 
Also Emens teaches the domain corresponding to subject matter of the database (col. 
2, lines 62-67 and col. 3, lines 1-22). 

Emens, Strazza and Hall disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 
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Emens, Strazza and Hall do not teach a hash table, a cache, and displaying the 
stored teaser upon output. 

However, Glance teaches generating a query database including all related 
queries information and displaying related queries to user for selection, database table 
for searching (figs. 3, 4 & 5; col. 6, lines 46-67and col. 7, lines 1-22; fig. 9 and col. 9, 
lines 10-20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Emens, Strazza and Hall 
with the teachings of Glance. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it 
motivated to utilize the use of storing the query and the teaser in the database as 
disclosed (Glance's fig. 4 & 5), into the system of Emens for the purpose of maintaining 
the search query 's history information, thereby, improving the search process more 
efficient (Glance's col. 2, lines 20-30 and col. 7, lines 5-16), 
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